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-The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address -- 

THE REPLY FILED 15 April 2003 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE 
Therefore, further action by the applicant is required to avoid abandonment of this application. A proper reply to a 
final rejects under 37 CFR 1113 may only be either: (1) a timely filed amendment which places the application in 

gaSSn $^c£l$&J$^ flT* ^ 3PPeal *** " (3) * fNed ReqU6St for C ° ntinued 

PERIOD FOR REPLY [check either a) or b)] 

a) E§) The period for reply expires 3months from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

b) □ The period for reply expires on: (1 ) the mailing date of this Advisory Action, or (2) the date set forth in the final rejection whichever is later In 

no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of the final rejection 

ONLY CHECK THIS BOX WHEN THE FIRST REPLY WAS FILED WITHIN TWO MONTHS OF THE FINAL REJECTION. See MPEP 

706.07(f). 

Extensions of time may be obtained under 37 CFR 1.136(a). The date on which the petition under 37 CFR 1.136(a) and the appropriate extension 
fee ha * e Ned is the date for purposes of determining the period of extension and the corresponding amount of the fee. The appropriate extension 
ee under 37 CFR 1 1 7(a) is calculated from: (1) the expiration date of the shortened statutory period for reply originally set in the final Office action- or 
2) as set forth in (b) above, if checked. Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of the final rejection even if' 
timely filed, may reduce any earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

1 .E3 A Notice of Appeal was filed on 15 April 2003 . Appellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 

37 CFR 1192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. 
2.D The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) □ they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

(c) □ they are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the 

issues for appeal; and/or 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 

NOTE: . 

3.IKI Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): See Continuation Sheet . 

4.Q Newly proposed or amended claim(s) would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment 

canceling the non-allowable claim(s). 

5. IS] The a)Q affidavit, b)Q exhibit, or c)|EI request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the 
application in condition for allowance because: See Continuation Sheet . 

6. D The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 

raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. 

7. KI For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) a)Q will not be entered or b)[EI will be entered and an 

explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: 17. 

Claim(s) rejected: 6-16 and 18-23 . 

Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: . 

8. D The proposed drawing correction filed on is a)D approved or b)Q disapproved by the Examiner. 

9. D Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). . 

10. [g| Other: See Continuation Sheet 
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fSSSSn with r^p'ect TSu* ** 1 ^ " COnd with to 21 and 

Continuation of 5. does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: the examiner disagrees with the applicant's 
argument that Congleton ails to teach or disclose a density of the fibrous component in the indented region being lower than in Jhe central 
and side reg.ons. Congleton discloses an indented region that is formed by cutting into the absorbent material. The cu t ng P ocess 
elminates some of the absorbent material without compressing it, thereby leaving less grams/cubic centimeter (i atoSr dK than 
the central and side reg.ons^ With respect to the applicant's arguments that Congleton does not disclose a fXs'Z^SFtiZ 
examiner also disagrees. The fibrous component of Congleton is disclosed in col 17, lines 20-48. The indented I batons are formed by 
the cutting process of the invention and will yield the claimed density requirements as previously stated. The examined alsTrS to 
figures 1 1 A-3D and col. 19, line 63 to col. 20, line 2 to support the intermittent indented regions. Congleton disSr^f rigiSo? the 
core in the indented regions is not higher than in the central in the side regions as set forth specificaHy in col. 2 lines 50-56 The indented 

HE'iiSI r 3 I'T tha< a "° W „ S the artide t0 f °' d 81009 those indented re 9 ions - lf the ri 9idity of the indented region vTre 

higher than the central and side regions, then the article would not be allowed to fold. In support of the examiner's position that it is well 
known in the art to distribute superabsorbent polymer only in the central region, the exmainer refers to US 5 248 309 The examiner 

certTr^Z SET tha ! diStrib . Uti ° n .° f th l SUP f 3bSOrbent P °' ymer ° n,y in the Central re 3 ion P revents si ' de leaka^ecause if the 
SLnL S the s ° u t rc l< or ma J° r absorption, then fluid is not allowed to run off of the sides of the region, thereby preventing side 

fnes JXSi EKJnS T^T* ^f™* ^ da,med arran 9 ment of the topsheet not disclosed, the exalminer refer? to col. 15, 
lines, specifically lines 20-34 where Congleton incorporates US 3,929,135 and US 4,342,314 by reference. The patents disclose the 
claimed arrangement of the topsheet in figures 4 and 1 , respectively. v<*ww> ui&ciose me 

Continuation of 10. Other: Courtesy copy of Serbiak et al. (US 5,248,309), Thompson (3,929,135) and Radel et al. (US 4,342,314). 
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